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DETAILED ACTION 
i> This action is in response to Applicant's amendment and arguments filed 8.23.2006. 
Claims i'i8 are presented for further examination. 

2> This is a final rejection. 



Allowable Subject Matter 
3> Applicant has amended claim 3 to overcome the objection set forth in the previous 
action. Claims 3 and 5-7 are allowed. 

Response to Arguments ' 

I. Applicant's arguments have been considered but are not persuasive. 

Applicant argues in substance that Giese does not expressly disclose: (A) with respect 
to claim i, a service broker device receiving service information on services which can be 
provided by the respective domains and domain information and services are not received by 
the broker as services which can be provided; (B) with respect to claim i, establishing an 
interconnection based on a required quality level; (C) with respect to claim i, negotiation that 
is performed between the network service management devices while a service level 
agreement is brokered by the broker device at the functional host layer of the management 
devices. Applicant's arguments are not persuasive for the following reasons; and (D) with 
respect to claim 8, Graham does not disclose service information and domain information. 
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A. Giese discloses a service broker device at a functional host layer of the 

management device, the broker receiving service information on services 
which can be provided by the respective domains. 

Applicant asserts that Giese merely discloses a content application outputs goals of an 
originating party and most of these service-related processes are performed by the providers. 
Specifically, Applicant argues that the claimed service broker device receives service 
information and domain information from management devices located in other networks 
managed by different providers, and the service broker device performs brokerage to select a 
particular management device in one of said other networks. Giese discloses each and every 
one of these limitations. 

Giese's exchange agent is analogous to Applicant's claimed service broker device. The 
exchange agent is part of the functional host layer of the enhanced communications service 
layer, which is analogous to a service management device [Figure 2], Each management 
network contains the service layer [Figure 13]. 

According to Giese, the exchange agent receives service information on services 
which can be provided by the other respective domains and domain information which are 
output from the respective service management devices that belong to each of the providers 
[column 13 «lines 2i-57»]. The exchange agent also stores the received information and 
brokers a service level agreement between the networks of the plurality of providers by 
selecting route information [column 12 «lines 50-67» | column 13 «lines 2i-28»]. 

Clearly the exchange agent located at each network is responsible for receiving 
information about other networks from other exchange agents (or transport agents) located 
at the other networks and then negotiating interconnections between the networks based on 
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the received information, such as offered QpS levels [column 14 «lines 49-5i» | column 15 
«iines 39-43»]. Therefore, Giese's exchange agents are analogous to the claimed service 
broker device. Specifically, the exchange agents receive service information on services 
w^hich can be provided by the respective domains and domain information and services are 
not received by the broker as services which can be provided. 

B. Giese discloses establishing an interconnection based on a required quality 
level. 

Giese discloses that services are created by establishing interconnections between the 
various exchange agents located at different operations networks [Figure 7 : provider A, 
provider B]. Part of establishing interconnections involves looking at application session 
requirements which are "statements of communication class and/or quality-of-service needs " 
(emphasis added) [column 11 «lines 43-44»]. Specifically, "[n]egotiation also provides a 
means of obtaining end-to-end QoS commitment across multiple network providers and 
heterogeneous transport technologies" (emphasis added) [column 15 «lines 62-65»]. Thus, 
Giese discloses establishing an interconnection between networks based on a required QpS 
level. 

C. Giese discloses negotiation that is performed between the network service 
management devices while a service level agreement is brokered by the broker 
device at the functional host layer of the management devices. 

As discussed above, Giese disclose that the exchange agents, as part of the service 

management devices of each operations network, negotiate with other exchange agents that 

are part of other operations networks [column 13 «lines 2i-57»]. Additionally, the exchange 

agents broker a service level agreement between the different management devices [column 

13 «lines 23-28»]. 
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D. Graham's advertisements and service registrations are analogous to 
Applicant's claimed service information and domain information. 

Graham's service advertisements are clearly analogous to the claimed "information on 

which services can be provided. The entire purpose of service advertisements is to notify 

clients on what services are available at the particular network. Further, Applicant's claim 

merely states that domain information contains configuration information. Giese's registry 

contains configuration information on how to use the requested services from the various 

network domains [column 2 «lines i6-5o»]. 

IL Conclusion 

Applicant's arguments have been carefully considered but for the aforementioned 
reasons, they are not deemed persuasive. The claim rejections set forth in the previous non- 
final rejection are therefore maintained. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § loz 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form 
the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (i) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another 
filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an 
application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, 
except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects 
for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international 
application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English 
language. 
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4> The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be 
found in a prior Office action [see non-final rejection, filed 6.7.2006]. 

5> Claims i, 2, 10, 11 and 13-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C § 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Giese, U.S Patent No. 6.621.895. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6> The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be 
found in a prior Office action [see non-final rejection, filed 6.7.2006]. 

7> Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Giese in view 
of Yates et al, 6.330.586 ["Yates"]. 



8> Claims 8-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Giese in 
view of Graham et al (hereinafter Graham), U.S Patent No. 6,594,700. 
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9> Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U,S,C § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Giese in view 
of Arunchalam et al, U.S Patent No. 6.631.122 [" Arunchalam"]. 



Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dohm Chankong whose telephone number is 571.272.3942. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Tuesday-Friday [7:30 AM to 4:30 PM]. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bunjob Jaroenchonwanit can be reached on 571.272.3913. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Apphcation Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information 
for unpublished applications is available through -Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217- 
9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from^a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA 




